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of them, it will be manifest that no regard can
be claimed for them as truthful presentations of
rational cosmogony. But, hitherto, no such proof
has been furnished. Their assumptions are not jus-
tified by the facts themselves. They are specula-
tions, and not deductions; and not only so, but
their inferences as to the immense ages required
for the formation of the strata are not drawn from
their facts, but from hypotheses as to the causes
and processes of the separate formations of these
strata, and the supposed long periods of inac-
tivity intervening between the times of their
superposition. It is then obvious that Mr. Mil-
ler's predicted battle is ridiculous rather than seri-
ous ; and if we can show that the theories to
which we have referred are inconsistent with the
facts themselves, incompatible with the laws of
nature, and self-contradictory, then this threat-
ened battle will appear more absurd than ridic-
ulous.

For myself, I may be permitted to say, that were
I compelled to accept either of these theories,
logical consistency, as I view it, would drive me
from the Mosaic record into some quagmire of
skepticism, and I can therefore sympathize with
many of our youth who, by these means of instruc-
tion, have been not only unsettled in the biblical
principles of an early religious education, but have
become the victims of our modern infidelity.
Nearly thirty years ago, Dr. King, of Glasgow, in
his book on geology, holds the following language i
" In my intercourse with young men of good edu-
cation, I have found more of them disquieted in